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REVIEWS AND BOOK NOTICES. 

Beitrage zur historischen Syntax der griechischen Sprache, herausgegeben von 
M. SCHANZ. Band III, Heft 3 u. 4. Geschichte des Pronomen Reflexivum, 
von Dr. Adolf Dyroff. Erste Abteilung, Von Homer bis zur attischen 
Prosa. Zweite Abteilung, Die attische Prosa und Schlussergebnisse. 
Wilrzburg, 1892 u. 1893. 

The stem sve- (parallel form seve-) originally had a signification which was 
nearly identical with that of the English ' self.' It seems that this stem was 
not specially invented for reflexive purposes, but that it had a wider scope, 
which was gradually narrowed down to that of a pure reflexive. The conclu- 
sion of this narrowing process, or, in other words, the emergence of a distinct 
reflexive, antedates the period of the breaking up of the original mother- 
tongue. But whilst the reflexive signification of the stem s'ue- can readily be 
proved for the sister-tongues of the Greek, it is a remarkable fact that in the 
oldest documents of the Greek language — the Homeric poems — the pronoun 
of the 3d person is essentially anaphoric. Still, there are traces of the 
reflexive use of the substantive pronoun even in Homer, and these, together 
with the exclusively reflexive use of the adjective forms (of, eof, etc.), point to 
the reflexive nature of the pronoun in the pre-Homeric language. The other 
dialects agree with the Homeric in the reflexive use of the pronominal adjec- 
tive, the rare non-reflexive use of individual forms belonging to a much later 
date. In Attic, the substantive pronoun is undoubtedly reflexive, and there 
are indications that this was true also of the other dialects. Even in Homer 
the parallel form ee is a reflexive. Furthermore, the plural forms ff^oo and 
a<perepo(, which are derived from the non-reflexive forms a<j>6> and &(piv, and the 
plural forms of the substantive pronoun were originally reflexive, and this 
cannot be otherwise explained than on the supposition that the singular forms 
(that is, what became the singular forms after the differentiation of the 
numbers), to which the above-mentioned plural formations attached them- 
selves, must have been likewise originally reflexive. Finally, the substitutes 
for the simple reflexive pronoun and the forms by which it was supplanted in 
various dialects, show the correctness of the theory of the reflexive nature of 
the simple pronoun of the 3d person in the pre-Homeric language. For, not 
to mention other attempts that were unsuccessful, it was this very pronoun 
that was used in juxtaposition with a following airoc, or else merged with 
avroQ, to form either complex or compound reflexive forms. Neither does the 
existence of similar complex and compound reflexive forms of the 1st and of 
the 2d person weaken the force of this argument, for these forms, when 
reflexive, are merely analogical formations, built after the pattern of the forms 
of the 3d person. 

After this preliminary statement regarding the origin and nature of the 
Greek reflexive pronoun, there follows a historical survey of the use of the 
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reflexive in the various departments of Greek Literature from Homer down 
to Attic Prose, information being given as to the forms of the simple pronoun 
of the 3d person, the use of the complex (otyav avrav, etc.) and of the compound 
(eavTov, etc.) reflexive of the 3d person, the limitation of the pronominal 
adjective, the scope of reflexives of the 1st and 2d persons, including the 
possessive adjective, the nature and degrees of reflexion and the free use of 
the reflexive. 

Homer. 

The language of Homer is characterized by a wealth of pronominal 
forms of the 3d person. In the first place, there are two stems, the one a 
demonstrative fiiv (495 *) and the other a reflexive. The reflexive is split up 
into two branches, the one a dissyllabic stem represented by the forms sol (2), 
is (2) and ioc (90), and the other a monosyllabic stem with differentiated forms 
for the plural and represented by the forms to (11), 01 (753), k (73), a<j>ioyv (4), 
c<pi(ji(v) (48), cr<j>eac (22), of (206) and a<j>6g (12). Furthermore, some of the cases 
have duplicate forms, belonging to different periods of the language. So eo 
has by its side an older elo (2), a younger ev (5) and an ablatival e8ev(ii); 
otyeav has by its side C(peiav (1) and a<fiov (2) ; a<fiici(v) has the parallel form <S(fi(v) 
(141); with a<pea<; is coupled <7<*af (1), and with the possessive o<j>6(, the form 
(Hperepog (9). OQerepoc: was perhaps a dual, which number is certainly repre- 
sented by the substantive forms ccfiuiv (8), and ccfiue (5) with parallel form a<j>e (4). 

The reflexive has lost its strong force of 'self.' Hence the pronoun is 
sometimes strengthened by a postpositive avrog, rarely by a prepositive airrof , 
This combination is used preferably when the pronoun is used reflexively, but 
in all the 20 instances of the reflexive combination there is no governing 
preposition, and avroc directly follows the personal pronoun and forms a 
complex with it. The adjective pronoun is also occasionally accompanied by 
a genitive of avrog, there being three instances of e£> avrov, one of <p amov and 
one of avrav otyeTepyaiv. 

The Homeric epos lacks a general substantive reflexive, but the adjective 
pronoun of the 3d person refers in four instances to the 1st person and in five 
to the 2d. As this use belongs to the period preceding the time of the 
differentiation of the numbers.it is only the forms i6( and 6f that are thus 
found. In but one instance — to wit, A 142 — does og stand for the possessive 
plural — that is, it is equivalent to vfisrepos, or rather cnpuiTepoc It is principally 
in stereotyped expressions that the general use of the reflexive has been 
preserved. The reason why the usage occurs only in the case of the adjective 
pronoun, and not in the case of the substantive, is due to the fact that in 
Homer the substantive pronoun is almost exclusively anaphoric, while the 
adjective remains strictly reflexive. 

At this stage of the epic literary language, as has been stated, the simple 
pronoun of the 3d person is essentially anaphoric, for, with but two exceptions, 
the direct reflexive use is found only in prepositional phrases, and these 
phrases, as is shown by the frequent preservation of the effect of the original 
initial oF in lengthening a preceding syllable, belong to a period that antedates 
the main bulk of the Homeric poems. 

1 This and the following numbers in parentheses indicate the number of occurrences of the 
form in Homer. 
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The personal pronoun is the only means at Homer's disposal to express 
simple anaphora, for aitrdg, except in an insignificant number of passages in 
later portions of the poems, regularly preserves its intensive force. 

avrov is also used as a reflexive in Homer. 

The possessive pronoun, as noted above, is strictly reflexive. For the 
anaphoric expression of the relation of the possessor, the Dative of Interest 
is used. 

The Genitive of Possession is as yet very rare. 

Hesiod and the Homeric Hymns. 

Hesiod and the Homeric Hymns show a reduction in the wealth of forms. 
iol and kk do not occur, but the corresponding genitive eov is found in Hesiod, 
Theog. 401. The genitive singular of the monosyllabic stem is practically 
dead, inasmuch as edev is missing and eh and eo occur only in borrowed 
expressions. The genitive plural is rare in Hesiod and found only in the 
form atyeuv, while it is entirely wanting in the Hymns. Dual forms are not 
used. Hesiod employs the forms o<f>a.Q and otyof side by side with otyeag and 
aperepog respectively, and the doublets e and piv, a<j>lv and cfiotv, and eoc and 
6f are found both in Hesiod and the Hymns. 

The simple pronoun lacks the intensive signification. Hence avrog is 
added to the personal pronoun, but only when the latter is used as a reflexive. 
The position of aiiroc is after the pronoun. In two passages compound forms 
of the reflexive are found: iavry, Theog. 126, and eavrdv, Hymn. Ill 239. 
The simple personal pronoun of the 1st and 2d person, whether reflexive or 
not, may be combined with a following airoc, and e/ie is used as a direct 
reflexive. In Hesiod, the possessives edc and cnperepoc are usually emphatic 
and therefore are not combined with avroii and avrini, while 6f is used as an 
unemphatic possessive. In the Homeric Hymns, the possessive has lost its 
intensive force ; 5c is once combined with a following avrov, and ep.6c and aof, 
a number of times. 

The substantive pronoun is not used as a general reflexive. Interchange 
of persons in the case of the possessive occurs twice in Hesiod and once in 
the Batrachomyomachy ; interchange of numbers is found four times in Hesiod 
and once in the Batrachomyomachy. That the feeling for the original use of 
the general reflexive had been lost is shown by Hesiod's use of a<j>erepoc for 
v/xerepog and of the plural possessives c<j>6g and a<j>erepog for the singular 6c. In 
the Hymns anaphoric e is used for a<peag 4, 267, and anaphoric o<j>iv takes the 
place of ol in 19, 19. 

The substantive pronoun is anaphoric. Remnants of the direct reflexive 
use are found only in the formulae «c otyeag, eirl afykac,, airb eo, apt^l e and rzapa 
otfiiai, and the indirect reflexive use is preserved in the phrases aera eio and 
fieri. aipeag. 

avrog almost everywhere is intensive. 

Both Hesiod and the Hymns use avrov as a reflexive. In addition Hesiod 
uses both the complex and the compound reflexive, but the Hymns lack the 
complex forms. 

The possessive pronoun is regularly a direct reflexive, but it is twice 
found in Hesiod as an indirect reflexive. 
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Lyric Poetry. 

Melic Lyric poetry introduces new forms from the dialects, especially 
from the Doric. These forms are io&f, 'iv, viv and aipsog ; iStv also has been 
preserved through the influence of the dialects. Elegy and Iambic poetry fall 
in line with Hesiod's usage, but omit antiquated forms. '£ is very rare, atpeaQ 
is found only in Archilochus and Simonides Ceus, and o<Spk is confined to 
Theognis, Simonides and Pindar, viv and If are the only new forms that 
Pindar uses in common with the other Lyric poets. 

The simple pronoun is generally unemphatic, but in four instances Pindar 
uses non-reflexive ol and e with special emphasis, avrov is used as an emphatic 
reflexive of the 3d person, ifiavrov and aavrov being used for the 1st and 2d 
singular, eavroi is found in Simonides. The difference between the strong 
and the weak stem is kept alive by Pindar in his use of the forms eof and 6c 
The possessive is nowhere accompanied by avrov or avruv. 

The instances of the erroneous interchange of numbers are further 
augmented by the plural use of the demonstrative viv and by the singular use 
of <T(j>oc and a<f>e6(. o<fierepoe is freely used for edf, and Alcman even employs 
Offlfoc for non-reflexive cyairepoc. 

The substantive pronoun is predominantly anaphoric in Pindar. It is 
nowhere used by him as a direct reflexive and very rarely as an indirect 
reflexive. The other Lyric poets preserve the reflexive use in the combina- 
tions at? eov(, arep eOev, less frequently in sdsv and otyioiv unaccompanied by a 
preposition. 

c<piaiv aiiToie and avrov are found as reflexives in Pindar, elsewhere only 
avrov is used. 

The possessive is as yet reflexive, but a^<ic and oQedc are each once used 
anaphorically. 

The Possessive Genitive of reflexive avrov does not occur in Pindar, 
though that use is common in the other Lyric poets. 

Tragic Poets. 

In the use of the forms of the simple pronoun, the Tragedians show 
Lyric influence. The following is a tabular exhibit of this use : 

i edev 06 

Aesch. — 1 — 

Soph. 2 — 1 

Eur. — — — 

The absence of e and a<pav and the disappearance of eo( are to be noted. 

Only the rare forms of the simple pronoun when used reflexively have 
special emphasis. These forms are edcv in Aeschylus, t and ov in Sophocles, 
and ol in Euripides. The possessive pronoun is emphatic in Aeschylus, but 
lacks special emphasis in Sophocles and in Euripides. Sophocles once 
combines the genitive avrov with 6e, and in like manner k/j.6( and adc are once 
each combined with avrov by the same author. 

The free use of the pronoun is quite extended. c<j>k is frequently used 
for viv, less frequently viv for aye, the metre being the determining factor. 
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Aeschylus (once) and Sophocles (twice) use cfiv for o\ a use that was noted 
also for the Homeric Hymns. In his use of the word ayhepoQ Aeschylus also 
preserved its use as a substitute for 6c, thereby showing that he was subject to 
Lyric influence. Euripides in a choral passage uses uf in a plural sense. 

<T0ac and ofiv are exclusively anaphoric and atye and viv are predominantly 
so. oj is anaphoric in the one instance in which it is used by Aeschylus and 
in two choral passages and one trimeter passage of Sophocles, but in another 
trimeter passage of Sophocles and in the only instance furnished by Euripides 
it is an indirect reflexive as in Attic. Sophocles follows Attic rule in using 
wpiaiv as an indirect reflexive, but Aeschylus uses it anaphorically with refer- 
ence to the subject of the leading verb. In dependent sentences 'edev is used 
by Aeschylus and l by Sophocles as an indirect reflexive. The only instance 
of a direct reflexive is that of ov in Sophocles, 

There is no complex reflexive of the 3d person. Aeschylus once uses the 
combination avral vfiat; airdc, and, for metrical reasons, Sophocles once 
employs the singular ce r' avrov. viv avr&c is once used by Euripides, but not 
as a reflexive. 

The compound forms eavrov and avrov, aeavrov and eavrov, and ejiavrov gain 
in frequency. Dissyllabic avrov and aavrov are preferred to trisyllabic eavrov 
and aeavrov, which are only occasionally used when required by the metre. 
The plural of eavrov does not occur ; that of avrov is used by Aeschylus in 
the Genitive only (4 times), by Sophocles in the Dative only (2 times), and by 
Euripides twice in the Genitive and four times in the Accusative. Sophocles 
once uses the dual of avrov. 

avrov, both in the singular and in the plural, is used as a free reflexive, and 
is used to represent both the 1st and the 2d person. Euripides is sparing in 
this use, showing only two instances of it. 

eavrov and avrov are almost exclusively direct reflexives. As an indirect 
reflexive, eavrov is once found in Aeschylus ; eavrov and avrov are thus used in 
Sophocles in phrases that are the equivalents of sentences ; in Euripides, 
eavrov is an indirect reflexive once, and avrov five times, in dependent clauses. 

Whilst the reflexive forms are the rule in the case of the reflexive use of 
the pronoun of the 3d person, the reflexive forms are not always used when 
the pronoun of the 1st or 2d person is reflexive. In direct reflexion the 
compound forms are the rule and the signification 'self is prominent. 
Enclitic forms are rarely admitted instead. So Aeschylus once uses lie in a 
choral passage, and Euripides uses lie and 001 even in the trimeter. The 
convenient conversational phrase Soku fioi is first met with in Euripides. Both 
Aeschylus and Euripides use unemphatic cedev as a direct reflexive, Aeschylus 
doing so twice in choral passages, and Euripides 25 times as a metrical 
necessity at the end of verses, especially to afford a light close for the trimeter. 
More frequently used are the orthotone forms of the simple pronoun in sharp 
contrasts. For the indirect reflexive, the simple pronoun is the rule ; only 
Sophocles thrice uses the compound forms in dependent sentences and 
Euripides 8 times in phrases that are the equivalents of a sentence. 

The possessive of the 3d person is generally a direct reflexive. Aeschylus 
once uses it as an indirect reflexive in a dependent proposition and Sophocles 
so uses it once in a declarative sentence. 
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The possessive adjective of the 3d person is rare as compared with the 
possessive genitive of the compound pronoun, the ratio being that of 9 to 48. 

In the 1st and 2d person, the simple possessives e/ji6( and croc are far more 
frequent as direct reflexives than the corresponding possessive genitives of the 
compound pronoun. 

Aristophanes. 

The simple pronoun is not used in Aristophanes, except for purposes of 
parody. The complex reflexive of the 3d person likewise does not occur. 
The compound forms are used as follows : ifiav-ov 48 times, cavrov and ctavrov 
71 and 27 times respectively, avrov and eavrov 44 and 25 times respectively. 
The plural of the form eavrov is used in Aristophanes for the first time, and is 
relatively more frequent than that of avrov. Except in the formula p.oi oona, 
the reflexive forms are the rule also for the 1st and 2d persons singular in 
direct reflexion. The possessive adjective 3d person does not occur in Aris- 
tophanes except in parody, the possessive genitive of the reflexive being used 
instead, twenty times in the singular and twice in the plural, efj.dc as a direct 
reflexive occurs 29 times, possessive kfiavrov 11 times; c6c (reoc, aide) as a direct 
reflexive occurs 13 times, possessive cavrov 18 times and ceavrov 3 times. 

Herodotus. 

The simple pronoun is 19 times used as a direct reflexive : c<peav twice, c<f>ici 
16 times, and c<fieac once. Of the indirect reflexive use there are about 400 
instances. The purely anaphoric use of the simple pronoun (not counting 
phi) is represented by more than one thousand examples. The form c<pici is 
never anaphoric in Herodotus, but is always either a direct or an indirect 
reflexive. 

The complex form of the reflexive pronoun is not found in the singular. 
The plural c<jtiav avrav occurs 21 times, c<pioi avrolai n times, and cfeac avrovc 
33 times. Of these 65 instances, only 8 belong to the indirect reflexive use, 
the simple pronoun and the compound forms being better adapted for that 
purpose. Complex forms of the 1st and 2d plural occur 14 times and are 
always used as direct reflexives. In addition to these plural forms, the 
singular ceo avrov occurs once — I, 124. 

In the singular number the compound pronoun of the 3d person is the only 
form used for direct reflexion, and it is the predominating form for indirect 
reflexion. In the plural number, however, the compound forms occupy a 
subordinate position, especially in the direct reflexive use. eavrov is regularly 
used as a possessive genitive (46 times) rather than a<peav avrav (4 times). 
Compound reflexive forms of the 1st and 2d person are also in use, but, as in 
the case of the 3d person, the simple forms are preferred in indirect reflexion. 

Herodotus once uses eavrai> for the 1st person and o</>ici avrolci for the 2d. 

Of the possessive adjective, only the form c<j>erepoc seems to have been used, 
if ijv 1, 205 is to be emended, atyirepoc occurs 64 times (42 times as a direct 
reflexive, including c<j>erepoc avrav twice), while possessive eavrov is used 46 
times, cfy'erepoc is always plural. The possessive singular is represented 
exclusively by the possessive genitive eavrov. epdc is a direct reflexive 19 
times, but e/ieavrov as a possessive genitive is used only 6 times ; cdc is used 
as a direct reflexive 5 times, while possessive ceavrov is used 17 times. 
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Attic Inscriptions. 

In the pre-Euclidean inscriptions, the form otyav is twice used as a direct 
reflexive. Complex forms are found 9 times, only in the plural and only as 
direct reflexives. There are no certain instances of compound forms, 6f 
occurs once and oyerepoc twice, in poetry ; in prose inscriptions otyerepo<; avrav 
is found 5 times. 

In post-Euclidean inscriptions, the simple pronoun is wanting. Of the 
complex reflexive, ctyioiv aiirolc is the only form used and that only in the 
earlier inscriptions. The compound forms are found both in the singular and 
in the plural. The ratio of eavrov to avroii is that of 31 : 23. cyfrepoc no 
longer occurs, eavrav is a possessive genitive 8 times and possessive eavrov 
(avroii) is found 10 times. In the absence of reflexion, avrov and avrav are 
used as possessives. 

[Xenophon] de republica Atheniensium. 

a<pav and at/tlai occur as indirect reflexives. The complex and the compound 
forms are used hoth as direct and as indirect reflexives. The adjective 
pronoun is represented by two instances of atperepoc avrav, both direct 
reflexives, and by one instance of c^erepoc used as an indirect reflexive. 
There are two examples of the possessive genitive, eavrav and a<j>dv. 

Thucydides. 

As the simple pronoun of the 3d person, the complex forms and the com- 
pound forms are all used as direct and as indirect reflexives, the following 
exhibit of the relative frequency of their use will be of interest. 

In the singular, the compound forms are the only forms that are used in 
direct reflexion, eavrov occurs 65 times, avroii 31 times. 

In the plural, the simple pronoun is used 9 times as a direct reflexive (atiav 
4 times, cfiat. 3 times, and oq>ac twice), the complex pronoun is thus used 94 
times, and the compound 42 times (eavrav, etc., 23 times, avrav, etc., 19 times). 
This does not include the use of the possessive genitive, which is represented 
by two instances of otyav, one of ctyav avrav, and 103 (73 -J- 30) of eavrav (avrov). 

For the indirect reflexive use, the following figures indicate the frequency. 
The simple pronoun, excluding atpelg (10 times), occurs 439 times (0*1 12, a<pav 
102, o<j>ioi 239, aipac 86), the complex pronoun 14 times, eavrov (avrov) 83 (48 -f- 
35) times. The figures include the instances of the possessive genitives : 
otyav 46, eavrav (avrav) 18 (134.5), but do not include the 67 (39+28) 
instances of the genitive and the accusative singular of eavrov (avrov). 

In the case of the compound reflexive, the question arises as to whether 
avrov or avroii is the correct reading. In the light of such criteria as the use 
of the complex reflexive in corresponding syntactical groups, the correspond- 
ing use of the simple pronoun, the frequency of passages containing eavrov, 
the aspiration of a preceding mute, the position of the possessive genitive 
between the article and the substantive, and the parallelism of pronouns of 
the 1st and of the 2d person, it is certain that the compound reflexive, and not 
avroii, is used as a direct reflexive. It is also regularly used as an indirect 
reflexive, but in relative participial clauses, the pronoun avrov seems to be 
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warranted in many instances, though the reflexive is not uncommon. So too, in 
most clauses introduced by conjunctions and in dependent sentences, reflexive 
and determinative appear side by side. This occurs in object clauses with 
'on, in indirect questions, in the aart w. inf. construction, in final and causal 
sentences, and in clauses forming an integral part of an infinitive sentence. 
Of the other dependent clauses, only the relative sentences introduced by 
ooof permit the reflexive, the rest require avrov. The genitive absolute does 
not admit the reflexive. As to the use of the forms savrov and avrov, it is 
to be noted from the figures given above that Thucydides vastly prefers savroi 
to avrov. A difference in meaning between iavrov and avrov does not exist, 
though of the two avrov seems to have the greater emphasis. 

Thucydides once (i, 82, 1) uses the plural compound reflexive of the 3d 
person in reference to the 1st person. 

There is no consistent use of purely reflexive forms of the 1st and 2d person. 
In the plural, the simple pronoun is used as a direct reflexive, though the 
complex forms are also found. In the few cases of the direct reflexive use of 
the singular, the compound form is regularly used except in the formula doita 
av fioi 6, 38, 4. For the indirect reflexive use, the simple forms are the rule 
for both singular and plural. 

The pronominal adjective of the 3d person is found only in the form 
atfierepo{, which occurs 90 times, 62 times as a direct reflexive, o-tperepog avrav 
occurs 13 times, once as an indirect reflexive, e/navrov and tjjjluv avr&v occur 
as possessives, and £/i6(, crdf, Tjfierepog, ifiirepoc; and yperspo^ avrav occur as 
reflexives. 

Attic Orators. 

Of the Attic Orators, Lycurgus, Aeschines, Dinarchus and Hyperides do 
not use the simple pronoun at all ; the other orators use only ol 1 1 times, C(j>eic 
twice, aiiav twice, a<piac 12 times and o<j>ac 4 times. Only two of these 31 
occurrences are instances of the direct reflexive use, the rest are indirect 
reflexives. 

The complex reflexive is used only in the plural and is regularly a direct 
reflexive, very much less frequently an indirect reflexive. Like the simple 
pronoun, it disappears towards the close of the period of Attic Oratory. In 
Antiphon and Andocides, it predominates over the corresponding forms of 
the compound reflexive, the plural of the compound pronoun being found 
only in the genitive ; in Lysias and Isocrates, it is as yet pretty frequent, 
especially in the accusative ; in Isaeus, the rival forms are about equally 
divided ; in Demosthenes and Hyperides the complex forms are rare, and 
they are entirely wanting in Lycurgus, Aeschines and Dinarchus. The 
genitive of the complex pronoun is found but twice as a possessive genitive, 
the genitive of the compound form being used instead. 

The form avrov is everywhere preferred to lavroi except in Andocides and 
Aeschines, where the two forms balance. In Isocrates, avrov seems to have 
been the only form used. In this connection it may be noted that aavrov 
likewise is more common than aeavrov, except in Andocides, who uses only 
oeavrov, and in Dinarchus, who has four instances of aeavrov to three of aavrov. 

The possessive adjective is found only in the form o<j>erepo{ (avruv). It is 
rare where the simple substantive pronoun is rare and is wanting where that 
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is wanting. The ratios of the direct and indirect reflexive use of a<perepo$ and 
a<t>erepoc avrav are for cferepoc 8 : 6 and for o<f>erepoc avrav 6o : 4. aqerepo^ is 
never anaphoric in the Attic Orators. In Antiphon, Andocides and Lysias, 
the frequency of the adjective forms either excels or nearly equals that of the 
corresponding possessive genitive of the compound reflexive, whereas in 
Ps.-Lys., Isoc, Isae., and Dem., the possessive genitive far outstrips the 
adjective forms in point of frequency. 

In direct reflexion, except in the formula u.01 6ond, which occurs 10 times, 
the compound forms of the pronoun of the 1st and of the 2d person are the 
rule for the singular and the complex forms are the rule for the plural : the 
simple forms are rare. In indirect reflexion the simple pronoun is much more 
common, the reflexive forms being the rule only when the indirect reflexive 
use borders closely upon the direct reflexive use. 

There is no complex form of the possessive adjective of the 1st and 2d 
person singular, ifiavrov and aavrov (aeavrov) being used instead. In direct 
reflexion, kfiavrov and aavrov {aeavrov) are very much preferred to e/idc and a6q, 
whereas in indirect reflexion, the forms e/i6g and fiov are used by preference. 
For the plural, there is a complex possessive adjective, and in direct reflexion 
this is very much more common than the simple forms, the possessive genitive 
yfiav (vumv) avrav being very rare. In indirect reflexion, the complex possessive 
adjective is quite exceptional. 

There is no instance of the interchange of numbers. Of the interchange of 
persons there are a few examples in the plural. a<j>av avrav is once used for 
iu.av avrav, airdv is once used for $/iav avrav and 8 times for bfiav avrav. 
These instances are found in Andocides, Lysias, Demosthenes and Aeschines. 
In the singular avrov is twice used for i/iavrov and once for aavrov. These 
examples are found in Antiphon and Andocides. Other instances of the use 
of eavrov (avrov) for the 2d person are found in the MSS of Isocrates, Aeschines, 
Dinarchus and Hyperides, but these instances are very uncertain, inasmuch as 
tradition varies and eavrov is graphically close to aavrov, and, besides, the MSS 
of Lysias, Isaeus, Lycurgus and Demosthenes furnish no such examples. 

Plato. 

The simple pronoun is represented by the forms ov, ol, e, a<j>av, a<j>iai and a<pa( . 
It occurs log times, and, with the solitary exception of a(j>ac in Legg. 782 E, 
which is used as a direct reflexive, its function is that of an indirect reflexive. 

The complex reflexive is found II times in direct and 6 times in indirect 
reflexion. 

The compound forms are used 2013 times, 1719 times as direct reflexives 
and 294 times as indirect reflexives. The form avrov is preferred to eavrov, 
the ratio being 1212 : 801. aavrov also is preferred to aeavrov, the ratio being 
no : 27. 

The compound pronoun of the 3d person plural is twice used in Plato and 
twice in Ps.-Plato for the pronoun of the 1st person, and it is once used in 
Ps.-Plato for the pronoun of the 2d person. In the singular the reflexive of 
the 3d person is found only for that of the 2d, and in every instance aavrov 
may be readily restored for eavrov (avroii). 
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With but few exceptions, the singular of the simple pronoun of the 1st and 
2d person is used as a direct reflexive only in the formula fioi dona or <hnu p.01, 
and even in this formula the reflexive is used when a contrast is involved. In 
the plural, the reflexive form is likewise the rule for direct reflexion. In 
indirect reflexion, the simple pronoun predominates, though the compound 
and complex forms are also used except in the genitive. 

airdc: is used in a number of instances both before and after non-reflexive 
oe, etc., and hue, etc., without forming a regular complex pronoun. 

Plato is the only one of the Attic prose-writers that uses the possessive 6f, 
and he uses it but once, and that as an indirect reflexive in a paraphrase of 
the Iliad (Rpb. 394 A). Even the plural form o&frepoQ (avrav) is rare in direct 
reflexion as compared with the possessive genitive eavrov. In indirect 
reflexion, o<pe~repoQ is more freely used, though not as often as eavrov. The 
ratio of eavrov to cQerepo; (avrav) is 202 : 20. otpfrepoc avrav is used only as a 
direct reflexive, r/fierepo; (i/tirepoe) avrav and simple yjiirepoc (vfierepog) are 
each used II times as direct reflexives, while possessive iijiav avrav occurs but 
twice. ifioc (o6() is used 30 times in direct reflexion, but ijiavrov (eavrov, 
aeavrov) occurs 58 times. 

The simple pronoun is found in but six of the admittedly spurious works, 
whereas it is wanting in only the Critias, the Crito, the Meno and the 
Parmenides of the genuine works, ov and e are used only in the Convivium 
and in the Republic. The complex reflexive is confined to four of the 
genuine (Gorg., Politic, Rpb., Legg.) and to four of the spurious (Ale. I, Ale. 
II, Eryx., Menex.) dialogues. The form avrov predominates in most of the 
works, but eavrov outnumbers avrov in the Apol., Parmen., Euthyd., Protag., 
and in seven of the spurious dialogues. <s<perepoc is restricted to the Rpb., 
Phaedr., Politic, Tim., Legg., Soph., Euthyd., Menex., Eryx. and Epist. III. 

Xenophon. 

Xenophon uses the forms ol, c<j>av, afy'usi, a<pi(, opetc. They are indirect 
reflexives except in Cyr. 3, 2, 26, where ol is used anaphorically. The complex 
reflexive is rare in both direct (5 times) and in indirect reflexion (8 times), the 
compound form being the prevailing form, except in the dative plural, in 
which a<j>ici. is the most common form for indirect reflexion, eavrov is used 
679 times (225 times in indirect reflexion), and airov 394 times (203 times in 
indirect reflexion), but aeavrov (16 times) is less common than cravrov (42 times) 

o-<pav avrav, avrav and eavrov are used once each for the reflexive of the 2d 
person plural. All three instances occur in the first book of the Hellenica. 
In the singular, the compound reflexive of the 3d person is found for that of 
the 2d person, but eavrov should everywhere be restored. 

The simple pronoun of the 1st and 2d person is used as a direct reflexive when 
there is emphasis ; elsewhere, only in fioi Soko and 6oko p,oi. The compound 
forms are used in direct reflexion 103 times, but they are also used in indirect 
reflexion. The simple pronoun, however, is exceedingly frequent in indirect 
reflexion. 

The use of the possessive forms becomes clear from the following figures : 
otperepo; is used 13 times (once in direct reflexion), the corresponding posses- 
sive genitive 149 times (125 times in direct reflexion). o<berepor avrav does not 
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occur. In direct reflexion, jjfierepoc avrav is used once, fifiiripoc (yficrspoc) 
10 times, possessive v/iav avrav once, epos (o6q) is used 32 times as a direct 
reflexive, possessive e/iavrov (cravrov, oeavrov) only 26 times. 

Anab., Cyr., and Hell. II and III show a decided preference for the plural 
forms of the simple pronoun, and they use oi rather frequently. All but three 
of the complex reflexives of the 3d person are found in the Hellenica. avrov 
is more frequent than eavroii in only the Cyneg. and Hell. I ; in the other 
works eavrov preponderates. 

C. W. E. Miller. 



Chrestomathie francaise, by A. Rambeau and J. Passy. Henry Holt & Co. 
N. Y., 1897. Pp. xxxv + 250. 

The phonetic method of teaching modern languages, while it has as yet 
scarcely gained a foothold in this country, has rapidly won favor in Germany 
and Scandinavia, and is gradually coming into notice in France and England. 
For the slow progress, in America, of a system that undoubtedly has much to 
commend it, there are at least two potent reasons : in the first place, our 
educators have seen, within the last twenty years, the rise and fall of so many 
new modes of linguistic study, each one loudly proclaimed as infallible, that 
they are inclined to look with distrust upon any apparently similar innovation ; 
and, secondly, as a result of much experimenting, our ways of instruction, in 
the more enlightened regions, are really less antiquated than those of most 
other countries, and the need of a change is correspondingly less urgent. 

The 'phonetic' or 'reform' program differs from nearly all other methods in 
that it is based on really scientific principles and advocated chiefly by men of 
learning and successful experience. With it are associated especially the 
names of Professor Vietor, of Marburg, and Dr. Paul Passy, of Paris. A large 
society of teachers, the Association Phonetique Internationale, is devoted to 
the propagation of the 'reform' creed. It has two thoroughly reputable 
organs, the Maitre phonMque in France and the Neueren Sprachen in Germany. 
The principal articles of the new faith are these : modern language instruction 
should take as its first material the living, spoken tongue, reserving for later 
study the more or less obsolete speech of literature ; pronunciation should be 
thoroughly, accurately and scientifically taught from the very outset. For 
these purposes various printed aids are required : charts of sounds, with well- 
chosen key-words ; pictures that afford topics for questions and answers ; 
dialogues and simple narratives in modern, idiomatic style and in phonetic 
spelling. This latter condition is indispensable ; for the advocates of the 
system attach the greatest importance to the exclusive use of a phonetic 
notation until the pupil has become very familiar with the sounds of the 
language, considered both as artificially isolated phenomena and as elements 
of naturally combined phrases. 

Amid the surprisingly copious literature that the new method has called 
into existence, two collections of phonetic texts have merited particular 
attention : Sweet's ' Elementarbuch des gesprochenen Englisch,' for Germans 
who are acquiring English, and the ' Elementarbuch des gesprochenen Fran- 
zosisch,' by Franz Beyer and Paul Passy, for Germans who wish to learn 



